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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

Claims 1-17 are active and rejected as followed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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4. Claims 1-10 (method), 11.-17 (system) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Applicant Admitted Prior Art (AAPA) in view of (2) LIU et 
al and (3) CALVER. 

As for independent method claim 1, as shown in the specification, under 
"Description of the Related Art", [04]-[07], AAPA fairly discloses a method for generating 
business activity-related model-based output from a computer system (existing desktop 
application (or EDA)), the method comprising: 

(a) providing a computer system with a computer, a user interface, a database, 
and program (module) to run the computer and its applications such as producing a 
model (financial) (or a rules generator module), a data manager module, and associated 
formatted and model-based output (or output generator module) [06]; 

(b) a database for storing application software and inputs to produce a business 
activity-related model-based output; 

(c.) interact with users (consultant, staff, etc.) through desktop application (EPA), 
ERP software systems in order to produce a financial model by gathering information 
(inputs) from the users and receiving answers through the use of the application 
softwares; 

(d) converting the inputs to the interaction (c.) into a set of rules that model the 
business activity and storing the set of rules in the database; and 

(e) generating a business activity-related model-based output from the computer 
system based on the stored set of rules. 

AAPA fairly discloses the claimed invention except for the followings: 
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(a) the programs/modules for carrying out editor and interview functions. 

(b) creating a set of model questions related to a business activity using the 
authoring editor program/module; 

(c.) an interview manager module using series of context-sensitive questions 
specific set up for the interactive interaction with the user (or interview); and 

(d) the received data are answers to the interactive interaction (interview). 

In a similar method for generating business activity-related model- based output 
from a computer system, LIU et al discloses the carryout of (b) "interaction with user or 
gathering information" is carried out interactively via. Internet {see [0003, 0004, 0008], 
and Fig. 1 (12 "Web page inputs")}. It would have been obvious to modify the teachings 
of AAPA by carrying the method interactively on the Internet to obtain the benefits of 
"interactively" interaction and well known benefits of the Internet, as taught by LIU et al 
above. The teachings of AAP A/LIU et al fails to teach the concept of carrying out the 
interaction (or interview with questions/answers) with the user (gathering information) 
using a set of specific (model) questions related to a business activity and storing the 
specific answers to the questions on the database for developing of the model-based 
output. 

In a similar method for generating business activity-related model -based outputs 
and business solutions, CALVER discloses the concept of carrying out the interaction 
(interview with question and answer) interactively using a series of interactive steps (or 
interactive interview), specific questions and answers in order to get narrower/more 
direct inputs by the user [0021 , 0045, 0060, 0063, 0064]. It would have been obvious to 
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modify the teachings of AAPA /LIU et al with by using interactive interview (interaction) 
with specific (or model) questions to obtain narrower/more direct inputs by the user as 
taught by CALVER. As for the authorizing editor module and interview manager 
module, these are inherently included when combining the teachings of AAPA/LIU et al 
/CALVER above. As for the difference in the use of the interactive interaction 
(question/answer or interview) as input to the generation of a model vs. inputting in a 
model to provide a business solution, this is not critical since the main issue is 
interactive gathering of question and answer (interaction or interview) with the users and 
its application to any gathering data situation would have been obvious to a skilled 
artisan. 

As for dep. claim 2 (part of 1 above), which deals with the type of computer and 
database, these are non-essential to the scope of the claimed invention and are fairly 
taught in AAPA [06] or CALVER [0127]. 

As for dep. claim 3 (part of 1 above), which deals with the type of interactive 
interaction, web-based, this is non-essential to the scope of the claimed invention and 
are fairly taught in LIU et al [0004] or CALVER [0021]. 

As for dep. claim 4 (part of 1 above), which deals with the type of medium for 
carrying out (b), via a GUI, this is fairly taught in CALVER [0051] or LIU et al Fig. 1. 

As for dep. claim 5 (part of 1 above), which deals with the type of medium for 
carrying out (e), via a GUI, this is fairly taught in LIU et al [0003] or CALVER [0050, 
01 19-0130] or LIU et al Fig. 1 . Alternatively, the use of other similar TCP/IP 
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programming language would have been obvious as mere selection of other similar 
language, as taught in CALVER [0124-0126]. 

As for dep. claim 6 (part of 1 above), this is taught in AAPA and or inherently in 
the teachings of AAPA /LIU et al and CALVER. 

As for dep. claims 7-10 (part of 1 above), which deals with the 
questions/answers and rules parameters, these are inherently included in the teachings 
of AAPA /LIU et al /CALVER, especially in view of CALVER [0077-0082]. 

As for independent system claim 11, which is the computer system to carry 
out the method of claim 1 above, it's rejected over the system to carry out the method 
claims as rejected in claim 1 above. Alternatively, it would have been obvious to a 
skilled artisan to set up proper computer system to carryout the respective method claim 
as shown in the rejection of claim 1 above. 

As for dep. claims 12-1 3 (part of H above), they are rejected for similar reasons 
set forth in claim 1 1 above. 

As for dep. claims 14-17 (part of H above), which have similar limitations to dep. 
claims 3-9 above, they are rejected for similar reasons set forth in the rejections of 
claims 3-9 above. As for the teaching of "links or linking", this is taught in Fig. 16 of 
CALVER. 



No claims are allowed. 
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5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct(5)uspto.qov . Should 
you have any questions on access to the private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 

In receiving an Office Action, it becomes apparent that certain documents are 
missing, e. g. copies of references, Forms PTO 1449, PTO-892, etc., requests for 
copies should be directed to Tech Center 3600 Customer Service at (571 ) 272-3600, or 
e-mail CustomerService3600(a>uspto.aov . 

Any inquiry concerning the merits of the examination of the application should be 
directed to Dean Tan Nauven at telephone number (571 ) 272-6806 . My work schedule 
is normally Monday through Friday from 6:30 am - 4:00 pm. I am scheduled to be off 
every other Friday. 

Should I be unavailable during my normal working hours, my supervisor John 
Weiss can be reached at (571)272-6812 . 

The main FAX phone numbers for formal communications concerning this 
application are (571)273-8300 . My personal Fax is (571) 273-6806 . Informal 
communications may be made, following a telephone call to the examiner, by an 
informal FAX number to be given. 




